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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-16, 19-25, 30-31 and 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Garfinkle (5,530,754) in view of Callais et al (3,790,700). 

As to claims 1-3, note the Garfinkle reference figures 1-4, discloses a method of 
operating a video-on-demand service (VOD services provider Central Station 'CS' 10 or 
Telecasting facility, col .2, lines 39-47) comprising at least one interactive channel (Data 
link 16, col .2, lines 58-67) coupled to a viewing station (User Site 'U-Site' 18), the 
service accessible to subscribers and non-subscribers of the service, the service 
providing video programs, segments of the video programs, and a list of at least some 
of the video programs, the method comprising: 

Transmitting (Central Station or Telecasting facility 'CS' 10, col.2, line 39-col.3, 
line 5) first signal (Catalog data, menu, preview video products, types of products, by 
category 'classification information,' etc., fig.2, col. 3, lines 32-49 and col .4, 50-58) to the 
viewing station (U-site 18, which is coupled to CS-10 via Data link 16, col.2, line 58- 
col.3, line 26) acknowledging access of the service (Video product, e.g., educational, 
movie, etc,); transmitting the list (Catalog data and Menu) to the viewing station (col.3, 
lines 6-49 and col .4, line 35-col.5, line 22); 
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Receiving (CS-10) a second signal (user interactive requests) from the viewing 
station indicating a selection of one of the segments of the video programs (col. 3, lines 
26-62), note that the user, via an input device (col.3, lines 50-54) interacts to Menu 50, 
which includes preview video products or trailers, to order any available video product; 

Transmitting (CS-10) one of the segments (lead-in or Initial segment) to the 
viewing station indicating one of the segments to the viewing station when the second 
signal indicates a selection of the one segment (col.3, line 50-col.4, line 22); 

Transmitting (CS-10) one of the video programs (Movie) to the viewing station 
when the second signal indicates a selection of the video program by one of the 
subscribers (col.3, line 66-col.4, line 12 and line 35-col.5, line 22), note that the CS-10 
uses the appropriate identification data of the desired product along with a U-Site 
identifier to billing each user or subscriber accordingly. 

Garfinkle fails to explicitly teacha§ preventing transmission of one of the video 
programs to the viewing station when the second signal indicates a selection of one 
video program by one of the non-subscribers. 

However, note the Callais reference figure 1, discloses CATV program control 
system (col.3, lines 55-66), which provides subscribers previews of subscription TV 
program and further teaches Headend 13, which provides services to groups of 
subscribers by comparing a list of subscribers and their groups, lawyers, Doctors or 
other groups of subscribers sharing a common interest, restricting programs to only 
those selected groups of persons and if a request is receive from persons not identified 
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in a specific group, restricts or prevents such groups or persons from receiving the 
programs (col.5, lines 4-18 and line 48-col.6, line 22). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Callais into the system of Garfinkle to 
provider a headend that advertises products/services to users, but only provides 
services to previously authorized subscribers and prevents transmission of video 
programs to non-subscribers, in order to force non-subscribers to subscribe to TV 
programs before receiving services. 

As to claim 4-6, Garfinkie further discloses where the video programs and the 
segments comprise video and audio portions, at least one movie and one TV program 
(col.3, lines 32-49 and col .4, lines 13-46). 

As to claim 7, the claimed "A video-on-demand service comprising..." is 
composed of the same structural elements that were discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-3. 

As to claims 8-9 Garfinkie further discloses where the communication medium is 
coaxial cable and fiber optic cable and comprises a plurality of channels (col .2, lines 58- 
67). 

As to claim 10, the claimed "A video-on-demand service comprising..." is 
composed of the same structural elements that were discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-3. 

Garfinkie fails to explicitly teach displaying on a display an offer for the non- 
subscribers to become a subscriber substantially immediately after the non-subscriber 
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selects on of the video programs for display and receiving and acceptance of the offer 
to be a subscriber, establishing non-subscriber as a subscriber substantially 
immediately after the receiving and allowing the video programs selected by the non- 
subscriber to be displayed on the display substantially immediately after the 
establishing. 

However, note the Callais reference figure 1, discloses CATV program control 
system (col.3, lines 55-66), which provides subscribers previews of subscription TV 
program and further teaches where if Headend 13, finds the terminal address of the 
subscriber on its restricted authorized viewer list for that a type of program, it will 
transmit downstream to the subscriber terminal a video enable command which will 
allow the Subscriber to receive the restricted program (col.6, lines 4-36). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Callais into the system of Garfinkle to 
provide offers to non-subscribers thereby forcing non-subscribers, to subscribe to TV 
programs before receiving services to generate income. 

As to claims 11-13, Garfinkie further discloses a TV monitor, which provides 
audio and also a personal computer (col .2, line 58-col.3, line 22). 

As to claim 14, the claimed "A video-on-demand service comprising..." is 
composed of the same structural elements that were discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-3. 

Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 10. 
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As to claim 16, the claimed "A method of operating a video-on-demand service 
comprising..." is composed of the same structural elements that were discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claims 1-3. 

As to claims 19-20, the claimed "A method of operating a video-on-demand 
service comprising..." is composed of the same structural elements that were discussed 
with respect to the rejection of claims 1-3. 

As to claim 21, the claimed "A video-on-demand service comprising..." is 
composed of the same structural elements that were discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-3; the claimed "a second computer couple to the display..." is met 
by user input device (col. 3, lines 50-66). 

As to claim 22, Garfinkie further discloses the preview comprises a portion of a 
corresponding video program (col .3, lines 26-49 and col .4, lines 13-58). 

As to claims 23-24, Garfinkie further discloses preview comprises a summary of 
the content of the corresponding video program and audio (col. 3, lines 26-49 and col.4, 
lines 13-58). 

As to claim 25, Garfinkie further discloses where the summary comprises full- 
motion video (col.3, lines 26-49 and col.4, lines 13-58). 

As to claim 30-31 , Garfinkie further discloses where the telecasting facility is 
further operative to transmit textual descriptions of the video programs, the User display 
is further operative to receive the textual descriptions and the interactive interface 
comprises a list mode actuator that when actuated causes one of the lists to be 
displayed on the display, preview mode actuator that when actuated causes one of the 
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previews to be displayed on the display and information mode actuator that when 
actuated causes one of the textual descriptions to be displayed on the display and a 
remote control unit (col.3, line 35-col.4, line 34 and lines 50-58). 

As to claims 36-38, the claimed "A method of operating a video-on-demand 
service comprising..." is composed of the same structural elements that were discussed 
with respect to the rejection of claims 1-3 

3. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garfinkle (5,530,754) in view of Callais et al (3,790,700) as applied 
to claim 1 6 above, and further in view of West et al (5,550,575) 

As to claims 17 and 18, Garfinkle as modified by Callais, fail to explicitly teach 
where the classification information causes the video programs that contain violence to 
be excluded from the generated list and generating a list for children. 

However, note the West reference figures 1-4, teaches a parental control 
interface which excludes programs containing violence and provides list of children 
programs (col.1 1, line 52-col.12, line 39 and col. 14, lines 17+). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of West into the system of Garfinkle as 
modified by Callais to enable a parent to control TV programs to a child can watch. 
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4. Claims 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Garfinkle (5,530,754) in view of Callais et al (3,790,700) as applied to claim 21 
above, and further in view of Linnett et al (5,682,469) 

As to claims 26-29, Garfinkle as modified by Callais, fail to explicitly teach where 
a plurality of windows for textual, previews, etc. 

However, note the Linnett reference figure 7, disclose user interface comprises 
various windows for displaying text, video and other graphics (col. 3, lines 10-40 and 
col .7, line 6-55). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Linnet into the system of Garfinkle as 
modified by Callais to enhanced the user interface with various windows to enable the 
user to interact to each window as desired to retrieve related information. 

5. Claims 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Garfinkle (5,530,754) in view of Callais et al (3,790,700) as applied to claim 21 
above, and further in view of Vogel (5,253,066) 

As to claims 32-35, Garfinkle as modified by Callais, fail to explicitly teach a 
display which allows a user to scroll through a menu in different directions. 

However, note the Vogel reference figures 1 , 3 and 4, disclose user interface 
which allows a user to scroll through a menu in different direction in an endless loop 
using a Remote Control (col .3, lines 24-45, col .4, lines 40-51 and col. 5, lines 13-38). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Vogel into the system of Garfinkle as 
modified by Callais to enhanced the user interface with arrows that enables the user to 
scroll in other direction as desired to retrieve information. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Egendorf (5,446,489) discloses cable TV billing method. 
Bush (4,789,863) discloses PPV entertainment system. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Annan Q. Shang whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 7355. The examiner can normally be reached on 700am-400pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Annan Q. Shang 




